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Texas Department of Transportation
DEWITt C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. • 125 E. 11TH STREET •AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483 • (512) 463-8585

June 11,2009

SECTION 106: PROPOSAL FOR ADDITIONAL RECONNAISSANCE
AND WINDSHIELD LEVEL SURVEYS

Dallas County
CSJ#0918-45-121; 0918-45-122

Trinity River Parkway Corridor

Ms. Adrienne Campbell
History Division
Texas Historical Commission
P.O. Box 12276
Austin, Texas 78711

Dear Ms. Campbell:

In accordance with the Amended Programmatic Agreement (PA-TU) among
TxDOT, FHWA, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, and the THC, this letter
continues Section 106 consultation for the proposed Trinity River Parkway. This
correspondence is written in response to our meeting on June 4, 2009 where we discussed
possible methodologies for added reconnaissance and windshield level surveys to tbrther
identif~, historic-age properties in various alternatives.

PROJECT BACKGROUND:

The Trinity River Parkway is intended to solve transportation problems along the
Trinity River Corridor in the city of Dallas, Dallas County, Texas. The project will also
be integrated with plans for the Trinity River Floodway, a major open space resource in
the center of Dallas. High population growth and lack of alternative routes have
extended the hours of congestion, increased the number of accidents, and contributed to
air pollution in this part of Dallas.

The Trinity Parkway is designed to lessen congestion and to improve mobility in
central Dallas and its adjacent areas. Five alternatives have been identified to meet the
goal of increased efficiency in the mobility of travelers in this section of Dallas:

Alternative 2A — Industrial Boulevard (elevated)
Alternative 2B — Industrial Boulevard (at grade)
Alternative 3A, B, C — Combined Alternative East Riverside of Levee
Alternative 4A, B — Split Parkway Riverside
Alternative 5 — Split Parkway Landside

THE TEXAS PLAN
REDUCE CONGESTION • ENHANCE SAFETY . EXPAND ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY~ IMPROVE AIR QUALITY

INCREASE THE VALUE OF OUR TRANSPORTATION ASSETS

An Equal Opportunity Employer
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SECTION 106 COORDINATION BACKGROUND:

Prior coordination with your agency established the configuration and size for the
area of potential effects (APE) for the five alternatives based on the proposed Trinity
Parkway right-of-way (ROW), existing traffic patterns of the connecting arteries that feed
the proposed alignments, and the areas surrounding those arteries and alignments. The
APEs extend for a minimum of 100 ft. beyond the proposed ROW, and that of the
connecting arteries. In some areas, the APE was extended to include entire
neighborhoods, historic districts (i.e. Colonial Hills, Westend), and blocks that contain
homogeneous resources, such as those with commercial warehouses (see attached).

The APE for each of these alternatives was determined in previous
correspondence between our agencies dated March 16, 2000 (see-attached). Since that
time, alternatives 3 and 4 were modified to include 3B, 3C and 4B. These modifications,
however, have not substantively altered the size of the original APEs along alignments 3
and 4.

In February 2001, TxDOT completed a study entitled “Historic Resource Survey
of the Building Displacements for the Trinity River Parkway.” The purpose of this study
was to identify listed and eligible properties directly located in the alignments of the five
proposed alternatives that would result in “takings.” This study was produced at the
suggestion of TxDOT CRM staff to identify potential Section 4(f) properties along the
alternatives.

In a letter dated June 5, 2002, TxDOT requested THC concurrence on
determinations of eligibility for the 317 buildings 50 years of age or older (built prior to
1962) identified in the study. In a response dated July 2, 2002, your agency agreed with
TxDOT’s determinations that 6 properties targeted for displacement were eligible to the
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP; see attached correspondence):

Site ID 113 --City of Dallas Water Pumping Facility (c. 1925), 2255 Irving
(located in Alternative 5)

Site ID 172 -- Shipping/Warehouse Facility (1954), 1715 Market Center
aocated in Alternative 2A)

Site ID 199 -- Shipping/Warehouse Facility, 1202 Industrial Blvd.
aocated in Alternative 2A)

Site ID 287 -- Dallas ISD Storage Facility, formerly Procter and Gamble manufacturing
facility (1920), 3701 Lamar
aoca ted in Alternative 2B)

Site ID 375 -- Sportatorium (1950), 1000 Industrial Blvd.
aocated in Alternative 2A, and now demolished)

Site ID 387-388-- Oak Cliff Box Co. (1948-1950), 1212 Industrial Blvd.
(located in Alternative 2A)
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While the study revealed that there were no NRHP-listed properties located
directly in any of the alignments, there is one NRHP-listed bridge and several NRHP
eligible vehicular and railroad bridges that will be affected by this undertaking under
alternatives 3, 4, and 5, which would locate the parkway along the sides of the earthen
levees. These effects will occur in the area where the parkway goes under the bridges
and at the exits and connections of the vehicular bridges with the new facility:

--Houston Street Viaduct (1910), NRHP-listed
-- Continental Avenue Viaduct (1930), NRHP-eligible
-- Corinth Street Viaduct (1935), NRHP-eligible
--Commerce Street Viaduct (1915), NRHP-eligible
-- Union Pacific Railroad Bridge, NRHP-eligible
-- AT&SF Railroad Truss and Trestle, NRHP-eligible
-- M-K-T Railroad Bridge, NRHP-eligible

PROPOSED NEW SURVEYS:

While the 2001 displacements study was specifically conducted to address
Section 4(f) issues (i.e. direct takings), in 2006 qualified TxDOT historians compiled a
reconnaissance level survey for alternatives 3B and 4. These alternatives were selected
for survey due to their favorable review in public meetings.

The purpose of the 2006 survey was to better assess effects on historic properties
under Section 106, especially those identified as “indirect.” Of note are possible indirect
effects on NRHP-listed historic districts, including Colonial Hills, Westend, Dealey Plaza
and Lake Cliff While there are no takings or demolitions in these districts, there may be
potential traffic, noise, land use changes, and visual intrusions on the part of several
alternatives in these areas. We note that the 2006 survey has not been presented to THC
pending revisions that may be necessary based on comments by other resource agencies.

In order to improve the assessment of effects, TxDOT now proposes to enhance
its survey efforts to selectively include historic-age properties in alternatives 2A, 2B and
S that were not identified in the 2001 displacements study. Targeted to achieve a more
even assessment of effects between the various alternatives under Section 106, this effort
will include the following:

Reconnaissance survey of expanded APE at displaced NRHP-eligible properties:
TxDOT proposes to survey an area extending 150 feet beyond the parcel of the eligible
properties targeted for displacement (site ID #s 113, 172, 199, 287 and 388-387).
This additional reconnaissance-level survey effort would provide information to support
the planning of avoidance or minimization of direct impacts to these historic properties.
In evaluating the completed surveys around these properties, this has already been
accomplished for #s 113, 199, 387-388 (see attached).

Windshield survey to assess indirect effects:
In specific areas where a completed survey does not extend beyond the actual alignment,
TxDOT staff proposes to identi& historic-age properties within the established APE by
conducting a windshield survey. Combined with research in the survey files of the City
of Dallas, this effort would provide sufficient information to determine potential indirect
effect to historic properties in these areas.
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We request your comments with these enhanced survey proposals within 20
days of receiving this letter. We propose this methodology per your indication in our
June 4th meeting that a lesser, more programmatic survey and mitigation effort would not
adequately consider the presence and effects to historic properties in the APE of the
various alternatives. If you need fi.irther information, please feel free to call me at 416-
2626.

Sincerely,

Lisa Hart
Director
Cultural Resources Management Section
Environmental Affairs Division

Attachments

bcc. Dallas District, Dan Perge
Dallas District, Timothy Nesbitt
ENV/PM, Elvia Gonzalez
ENV/PM, Mario L. Sanchez
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Texas Dep rtment of Transportatlo
DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. • 125 E. 11TH STREET• AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483• (512) 483-8585

October 26, 2009

SECTION 106 -- IDENTIFICATION OF HISTORIC PROPERTIES:
HISTORIC-AGE RESOURCE RECONNAISS&NCE SURVEY REPORT (NON
DISPLACED PROPERTIES)

Dallas County; CSJ #0918-45-121; 0918-45-122
Trinity River Parkway Con-idor

Ms. Adrienne Campbell
History Division
Texas Historical Commission
P.O. Box 12276
Austin, Texas 78711

Dear Ms. Campbell:

In accordance with the First Amended Programmatic Agreement (PA) among
TxDOT, FHWA, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, and the THC, this letter
continues Section 106 consultation for the proposed Trinity River Parkway. We hereby
submit the results of a historic resource reconnaissance survey report for the above-
referenced project focusing on properties not targeted for displacement in the area of
potential effects (APE).

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The North Texas Tollway Authority, the City of Dallas, and the Texas
Department of Transportation (TxDOT) propose to construct a new controlled access
tollway along the Trinity River Corridor in the city of Dallas, Dallas County, Texas. The
project would construct a limited-access tolled facility from the IH 35E/SH 183
interchange (northern terminus) to the US 175 SH 310 interchange (southern terminus), a
distance of approximately nine miles, in central Dallas. The facility, which is called the
Trinity Parkway, would consist of six mixed-flow main lanes, local street interchanges,
and freeway-to-freeway interchanges at the north terminus, south terminus, Woodall
Rodgers Freeway, and IH 45.

Nine alternatives—eight build and one no-build—have been proposed. Five of
the build alternatives were developed after a lengthy public participation process, and a
sixth alternative was added in 2003 after additional public input and consultation with the
Dallas City Council. Two additional alternatives were added based on agency
consultation after the February 2005 publication of the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement. These eight build alternatives were advanced for further analysis in a
Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS), published in February

THE TEXAS PLAN
REDUCE CONGESTION ENHANCE SAFETY~ EXPAND ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY • IMPROVE AIR QUALITY

INCREASE THE VALUE OF OUR TRANSPORTATION ASSETS

An Equal Opportunity Employer
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2009, because they met the project’s purpose and need, avoided or minimized adverse
environmental impacts, and/or were supported by local governments and various public
and private groups. The following eight build alternatives were evaluated in the SDEIS:

• Alternative 2A Irving/Industrial Boulevard — Elevated
• Alternative 2B Irving/Industrial Boulevard — At Grade
• Alternative 3A Combined Paikway — Otiginal
• Alternative 38 Combined Parkway — Modified
• Alternative 3C Combined Parkway — Further Modified
• Alternative 4A Split Parkway Riverside Original
• Alternative 4B Split Parkway Riverside Modified
• Alternative 5 Split Parkway — Landside

Four alternatives—2A, 28, 3C and 4B—were selected for reconnaissance-level
survey. Alternatives 3A, 3B, 4A, and 5 are not being advanced for further study due to
concerns expressed by the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) regarding these
alternatives.

The project area is located to thesouth and west of the Dallas central business
district. The Dallas Floodway is the dominant land use feature in the central portion of
the project area. This large, grassy open space is classified as flood control parkland and
accounts for more than 50 percent of the land use in the project area. The remaining land
use consists of mixed office, retail, industrial, commercial and residential uses.

PREVIOUS FIELD INVESTIGATIONS -- METHODOLOGIES AND FINDINGS:

The Trinity River Parkway project is part of TxDOT’s long range plans to
improve mobility in central Dallas and its adjacent areas. As part of these planning
efforts, the THC was invited to attend a day-long cultural resource scoping meeting and
tour of the project area on September 8, 1999 to identify areas and issues of concern for
historic-age properties. From the findings in that tour, a customized APE for the varied
alternatives was developed jointly by the two agencies and concurred with on March 16,
2000.

Based on the proposed alternative alignments, which traverse large areas of
central Dallas, TxDOT initiated its field investigations focused on the identification
historic-age properties targeted for displacements. In a January 6, 2000 meeting at the
THC with TxDOT, the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), and project consultants
for cultural resources, the concept of a displacements survey was presented as a more
manageable approach for identification of historic-age properties in a densely built
large-scale urban area.

In another meeting in Dallas with city and TxDOT staff on October 2, 2000, and
with former THC executive director Larry Oaks regarding proposed projects along the
floodway, the historic bridges crossing the Trinity were identified as the main issue of
concern for historic preservation. The historic bridges were again identified as the issue
of concern in the “Mayor’s Summit” of October 11, 2001 with the participation of staff
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from the City of Dallas, TxDOT, THC, USACE, North Texas Toliway Authority
(NTTA), the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Environmental
Protection Agency.

After a second on-site tour with staff from THC, TxDOT, NTTA, and the Dallas
Landmark Commission on January 17, 2001, Norman Alston Architects produced the
Historic Resource Survey ofthe Building Displacements for the Trinity River Parkway
dated February 19, 2001. In a letter dated June 5, 2002, TxDOT submitted this survey of
historic-age buildings to be displaced due to their direct location within the proposed
project’s right-of-way. In a written response dated July 2, 2002, the THC determined six
of the 317 surveyed properties to be eligible to the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP). Since that time, one historic property, the Sportatorium at 1000 Industrial, has
been demolished, and a parcel of the Procter and Gamble property at 1310 McDonald has
been determined not eligible or contributing to the historic manufacturing plant at 3701
Lamar Street.

As part of its survey methodology, the Aiston report identified two areas
extending along Industrial Boulevard with the potential for two historic districts labeled
“A” and “B.” On May 9, 2002, TxDOT staff met with THC historian Bob Brinkman
regarding these districts. On May 12th, Mr. Brinkman drove this area with maps prepared
by TxDOT locating the streets and structures of the potential historic districts. Mr.
Brinkman’s findings in his July 2~ letter that there were no historic districts “due to
significant alterations and loss of architectural integrity” were based on his fieldwork.

For your convenience, we include a photocopy of the Alston report in Appendix
G of the current survey submitted with this correspondence. Letters illustrating previous
coordination efforts on Trinity and other related projects are also included in the attached
survey in Appendix F.

CURRENT FIELD INVESTIGATIONS -- METHODOLOGIES AND FINDINGS:

With this letter, the current, most recent survey is attached for your review. The
October 2009 Non-Archeological 1-listoric-Age Resource Reconnaissance Survey Report
compiles a series of field investigations dating from 2005 to 2009 totaling 974 buildings
and structures dating to 1965 on 822 locations for Alternatives 2A, 28, 3C, and 4B. In
contrast to the Alston survey, the current one identifies properties in the APEs beyond the
proposed right-of-way which, by their location, are not targeted for displacement.
Together with the Alston report, TxDOT and its consultants have identified over 1,000
locations containing historic-age resources within the APEs of the Trinity Parkway
Project.

The current survey does not include historic-age properties previously
coordinated with your agency for eligibility to the NRHP. As such, it does not include
the properties surveyed by Alston in its overall tally and charts. Rather, these previously
surveyed properties are acknowledged in the aerial maps in their own specific color and
with the identification number assigned by Alston. Also due to previous coordination
efforts, the survey does not include properties such as the Trinity River bridges and
levees. The coordination of these properties is acknowledged in pages 16-18 of the
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survey with a list of TxDOT/THC correspondence and findings. Table 4 on page 18 lists
the 12 properties previously determined eligible. Together with the NRHP-listed
properties in the APEs, and those previously determined eligible, a total of 18 historic
sites are illustrated in the map on page 1 of Appendix B.

Historic-age properties in the attached survey are evaluated for NRHP eligibility
under thematic contexts described in pages 23-39. A chart or inventory table is provided
in Appendix A. For manageability, the large-scale APEs are divided into 13 geographic
zones, each identified with their own two-letter prefix and with their resources numbered
in the set of aerials maps in Appendix B. The lettered prefix distinguishes the newly
surveyed properties from those in the Alston report. The historical and architectural
character of each zone is discussed in pages 51-73, while Appendix C provides an
individual inventory sheet for each property. Please note that numbers are not entirely
sequentiaI~ as several properties have been removedfrom the tally due to demolition.

Evaluation of the currently surveyed sites yielded three additional properties that
meet the criteria for eligibility to the National Register:

CA-2 — Salinas International Freight Co. (1957), 7138 Envoy Court, one-story,
International Style-influenced tan brick building, under Criterion A, Commerce,
and Criterion C, Architecture, both at the local level of significance, see page 52.

ES-i — Atlas Metal Works Complex (1929), 818 Singleton Blvd., large complex
of metal-clad buildings for industrial manufacturing with an Art Modeme front
office building, under Criterion C, Architecture, at the local level of significance,
see page 56.

IN-47 — Clifton Carpets (1954), 959 Dragon Street, Art Moderne-influenced one-
story masonry structure with its original, stylistic company sign, under Criterion
A, Commerce, and Criterion C, Architecture, both at the local level of
significance, see page 64.

Listed below are the five properties identified in the Alston report that still stand
from the six that were determined eligible by THC on July 2, 2002:

Site 113 (Alston #) — City of Dallas Water Pumping Facility (1929), 2255 Irving,
under Criterion C, Architecture, at the local level of significance.

Site 172 warehouse facility (1954), 1715 Market Center, under Criterion C,
Architecture, at the local level of significance.

Site 199— warehouse facility (1947), 1202 Industrial Blvd., under Criterion C,
Architecture, at the local level of significance.

Site 287— Procter and Gamble manufacturing facility, (1920-1947), 3701 Lamar,
under Criterion A, Community and Economic Development, and Criterion C,
Architecture, both at the local level of significance.
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Sites 387-388 — Oak Cliff Box Co. (1948-1950), 1212 Industrial Blvd., under
Criterion C, Architecture, at the local level of significance.

Together with the three properties detennined eligible in the current survey,
TxDOT has inventoried a total of eight NRHP-eligible properties, notwithstanding listed
and previously determined eligible properties identified in the attached survey.

REAFFIRMATION OF NO ADDITIONAL HISTORIC DISTRICTS:

Four NRHP-listed historic districts exist in the APEs: West End, Dealey Plaza,
Lake Cliff and Colonial Hills. These are located in the perimeter areas of the APEs, with
the great majority of their resources distant from the proposed project alignments. The
July 2, 2002 letter from THC concurred that “no potential historic districts eligible for
listing on the NRHP exist in the APE.” TxDOT’s current survey reaffirms this previous
determination, as it found most of the surveyed historic-age resources to be “part of
incongruous groupings, either remnants of larger neighborhoods that are no longer
cohesive entities, or the results of infill and partial demolition over the intervening
decades since construction.”

Industrial Blvd. Potential Historic Districts “A” and “B” in Alston report:
While not duplicating the Aiston survey, the current one identified numerous

properties that are not targeted for displacement in the areas identified by Alston as
potential districts “A” and “B.” In 2002, TxDOT and THC had found that these areas
lack integrity, a finding reaffirmed with the newly inventoried properties in this vicinity.

For district “A,” please refer to properties N-S to IN-20 located in maps 4, 5,
and 8. Blocked openings are shown in 91-9 and 16; new materials in 91-8; new
fenestration in IN-I 0 and 21; incompatible urban infill in IN- 12; and severe alterations in
IN-l5 and 17.

For district “B,” please refer to properties 17N-20 to IN-60s located in maps 9 and
10. New doors and fenestration are shown in IN-22, 24, 25 and 54; altered or blocked
openings in IN-32, 35, 37, 44, and 62; severe alterations in 94-26, 46, 53 and 61.

New metal overhead doors are shown throughout the entirety of both areas. The
photographs clearly illustrate why both of these areas are not NRHP-eligible as districts
due to significant and repeated alterations to the historic-age fabric.

Residential Areas Ancillary to the Colonial Hills Historic District:
Since some neighborhoods immediately to the west and east of the Colonial Hills

Historic District share similar characteristics, TxDOT historians evaluated these
groupings for NRHP eligibility as potential residential suburban historic districts. The
houses in the perimeter areas of Colonial Hills comprise a mix of styles and construction
dates with discontinued segments of unified building fabric interspersed by later infill.
Individually, none of the residences rise to the level of NRHP eligibility. As a whole, the
areas do not display the cohesiveness required for residential historic districts with
numerous modifications affecting the integrity of the urban fabric. In essence, the current
survey reaffirms the findings of the 1995 NRHP nomination’s boundary justification for
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Colonial Hills as “one of Dallas’ largest intact and most illustrative examples of the
classic streetcar suburban pattern,” and “one of the oldest such neighborhoods in South
Dallas that still retains its original housing stock.”

Trinity River Reclamation Historic District proposed by the USA CE:
On October 7, 2009, TxDOT received an exploratory study compiled by the

USACE proposing the NRHP eligibility of the Dallas Trinity River Reclamation District.
The proposal presents a 10,000-acre area comprised of the floodway, levees, realigned
river channel, old river channel, pumping stations, sluices, pressure sewers, interceptors,
and Industrial Blvd. commercial properties as contributing resources to a historic district
that harks back to a vision outlined in the famed 1912 Kessler Plan for the city of Dallas.
Careful examination of the USACE assertions in conjunction with previous and current
fieldwork and research findings associated with the Trinity River Parkway project
planning efforts have resulted in a reaffirmation of TxDOT’s determinations developed in
consultation with the THC. Neither the levee system nor a potential historic district
including the floodway and its reclaimed lands retain sufficient integrity of design,
materials, workmanship, setting, feeling or association to convey significance under the
criteria for evaluation set forth in the NRHP. The levees are compromised by their 1950s
alterations, and partial re-alignment; the floodway is compromised by the presence of not
NRHP eligible and non-historic age bridges and intrusive utility lines; the pumping
stations are compromised by alterations to their architecture and the location of non-
historic-age additions in their immediate vicinity; and the Industrial Blvd. area is
compromised by the numerous unsympathetic alterations and intrusions to its commercial
fabric.

PENDING DETERMINATION OF EFFECTS:

Effects to NRHP-listed and eligible historic properties from the proposed
undertaking cannot yet be determined due to ongoing design decisions that may affect the
proposed alignments. A phased approach to effects coordination with ensuing maps
showing property right-of-way delineations will be conducted as information becomes
available. Pursuant to Stipulation VII of the PA-TU and MOU between FHWA, SHPO,
ACHP, and TxDOT, ENV historians will determine the effects of this project in the
course of individual coordination with the Texas Historical Commission.

CONCLUSION:

The current survey reinforces previous determinations of NRHP eligibility by
TxDOT with THC concurrence made in compliance with the Programmatic Agreement
for Cultural Resources between our agencies. New detenninations of eligibility in the
current survey follow appropriate application of contextual research and consistent
application of NRHP criteria required for compliance with Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966.
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We hereby request your written concurrence with these determinations of
eligibility within 20 days of receiving this letter. If you need further information, please
feel free to call me at 416-2770.

Sincerel

/
io L. Sanchez, Ph.D.,

istorical Architect
Environmental Affairs Division

Attachments

cc. Haiff Associates, Jason Diamond
NflA, Elizabeth Mow
FHWA, Theresa Claxton
USACE, Joseph Murphey
HNTB, Kelly Johnson
Preservation Dallas, Katherine Seale
Dallas CLO, Jim Anderson
Dallas Co. Historical Commission, Mike Lowenberg
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Texas Department of ransportation
DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. • 125 E. 11TH STREET• AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483 • (512) 463-8585

December 11, 2009

SECTION 106 - CONTINUATION OF CONSULTATION:
RESULTS OF 12/9/09 MEETING BETWEEN TxDOT AND TIIC

Dallas County; CSJ #0918-45-121; 091 8-45-122
Trinity River Parkway Corridor

Ms. Adrienne Campbell
History Division
Texas Historical Commission
P.O. Box 12276
Austin, Texas 78711

Dear Ms. Campbell:

In accordance with the First Amended Programmatic Agreement (PA) among
TxDOT, FHWA, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, and the THC, this letter
continues Section 106 consultation for the proposed Trinity River Parkway. The purpose
of this correspondence is to re-affirm the results of the meeting between TxDOT staff, its
historical survey consultants, and yourself and Linda Henderson of the Texas Historical
Commission on December 9, 2009.

We met on December 9th to discuss data gaps on certain historic-age properties
identified in your letter to TxDOT dated November 13, 2009. In the course of the
meeting, we agreed to the following:

Resource WT-3A (Pavaho Station):
The station was determined eligible by the US Corps of Engineers (USACE) with
concurrence by the THC as part of a project that will adversely affect it due to the
construction of a sizeable addition in its vicinity.

Resource OC-5A (911 N. Lancaster Ave.): -

The apartment building is eligible to the National Register under Criterion C,
Architecture, at the local level of significance, in light of similar multi-family property
types listed in the register in the City of Dallas.

Resource OC-8 (Oak Farms Dairy at 1114 N. Lancaster Ave.):
Your request for an intensive survey of the property in the November 13th letter is
rescinded and, given the evidence of numerous additions and alterations presented at the
meeting, the property is not eligible to the National Register.

Resource MK-2 (1000 Forest Avenue):
Your November 13th request for an intensive survey was revised to one for additional

THE TEXAS PLAN
REDUCE CONGESTION • ENHANCE SAFETY • EXPAND ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY • IMPROVE AIR QUALITY

PRESERVE THE VALUE OF TRANSPORTATION ASSETS

An Equal Opportunity Employer
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information. TxDOT will provide additional research to determine eligibility under
Criterion A including plats with property boundaries, change of ownership over time, and
a brief history of the company and individuals associated with it.

Resource 115 (Alston survey; 2255 Irving Blvd.):
TxDOT will provide additional information, as opposed to an intensive survey, on this
property to determine if its meets the criteria for National Register eligibility.

Resources ES-2 (2920 Sylvan Ave.); ES-4 (730 Singleton Blvd.); WS-95
(900 Singleton Blvd.):
TxDOT will provide additional information requested in your November 13th letter to
determine the presence of a potential industrial historic district in the area around the
Atlas Metal Works Corp. The information will be in the form of a windshield survey to
denote possible district boundaries, photographs of streetscapes, and identification of
historic contexts to evaluate district significance. The survey will include these three
properties targeted by THC, plus others in the immediate area that could be part of the
potential district.

Greater Dallas Floodway Historic District:
Your comments on this district being proposed by the USACE are being taken into
account by our agency, which in cooperation with the USACE, will be jointly looking at
the eligibility of this resource and its multiple components.

CONCLUSION:
This letter relates and reaffirms the results of our December 9th meeting. If you

do not respond within three days of receipt, we will determine that you concur with these
results and the extent of information TxDOT is to provide to your agency. If you need to
discuss any of these issues within the next three days, please feel free to call me at 416-
2770.

cc. Halff Associates, Jason Diamond
NTTA, Elizabeth Mow
FHWA, Theresa Claxton
USACE, Joseph Murphey
HNTB, Kelly Johnson
Preservation Dallas, Katherine Seale
Dallas CLO, Jim Anderson
Dallas Co. Historical Commission, Mike Lowenberg
ECOMM Corp., Tom Eisenhour

at

io L. Sanchez, Ph.D..
:istorical Architect

Environmental Affairs Division

Attachments
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Texas Department of Transportation
DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. • 125 E. 11TH STREET• AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483 (512) 463-8585

May 3 1, 2011

SECTION 106-- DETERMINATION OF EEFECTS: Submittal of
Section 106 Effrcts Report, Trinity Parkway (March 2011)

Dallas County; CSJ #0918-45-121; 0918-45-122
Trinity River Parkway Corridor

Ms. Adrienne Campbell
History Division
Texas Historical Commission
P.O. Box 12276
Austin, Texas 78711

Dear Ms. Campbell:

In accordance with 36 CFR 800 and the Programmatic Agreement (PA) between the Texas
Department of Transportation (TxDOT), the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), the Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation, and the Texas Historical Commission (THC), this letter continues
Section 106 consultation for the above referenced project. We hereby present the results of a report on
the effects of the proposed undertaking on properties listed and eligible to the National Register of
Historic Places (NRHP).

Previous Coordination:

NRHP eligibility coordination with the THC began in the year 2000 and continued through 2010
in numerous exchanges of correspondence involving both reconnaissance and intensive-level surveys,
and supplemental reports. During that lengthy and detailed coordination process, TxDOT identified
over 1000 properties dating to 1966. Of that total, THC concurred that 24 properties (including historic
districts) are listed or eligible to the NRHP in the area of potential effects (APE) of the four build
alternatives advanced for fhrther study (see Table 1, page 13):

Landside alignments:
2A — Irving/Industrial Blvd. — Elevated
2B — Irving/Industrial Blvd. — At Grade

Dallas Floodway alignments:
3C — Combined Parkway — Further Modified
4B — Split Parkway Riverside -- Modified

ETEXAS PLAN
REDUCE CONGESTION • ENHANCE SAFETY • EXPAND ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY • IMPROVE AIR QUALITY

PRESERVE THE VALUE OF TRANSPORTATION ASSETS

An Equa Opportunity Employer

TRINITY PARKWAY FEIS APPENDIX B / PAGE 87



Section 106 Effects Report, Trinity Parkway (March 2011):

In the attached report, the 24 listed and eligible properties are analyzed for potential adverse
effects from project activities. The document concludes that alternatives 2A, 2B, and 4B would have
no adverse effect on historic properties, and that alternative 3C would have an adverse effect on g~ç of
the eligible resources (see Table 2, page 40).

Please note that this report does not include the Dallas Floodway as a historic resource. A
determination ofNRHP eligibility for the floodway is still pending per continued assessment by TxDOT
and FHWA. Once the eligibility assessment is complete, Section 106 coordination for this resource will
be initiated with THC.

Determination of Effects:

The Criteria of Effect and the Criteria of Adverse Effect were applied to the listed and eligible
resources within the APE. TxDOT historians have determined that the proposed undertaking will have
no adverse effect on the historical associations and architectural features of 23 of the 24 properties
identified as historically significant.

As part of the project development process, design refinements for the four build alternatives
were examined so as to avoid or minimize harm to historic properties where these alternatives were
likely to cause adverse effects. Discussion of these design refinements, or avoidance alternative options,
involved staff from FHWA, TxDOT, NYI’A and the THC. These options were evaluated in light of
engineering constraints, potential safety and operational problems, costs, and potential social and
environmental impacts that may result from avoidance of the historic property. The preservation of the
historic property was also weighed against the magnitude of potential harm to other resources that would
be caused by its avoidance.

On December 15, 2009 a meeting was specifically held for the purpose of identi~ring viable
project routes that avoided adverse effects to various listed and eligible properties. In that meeting, the
above-referenced agencies, including THC, concurred with avoidance alternatives for Colonial Hills
Historic District, Houston and Corinth viaducts, AT & SF trestle, the former Procter and Gamble
facility, 1715 Market, and 1202 and 1212 Industrial Blvd. Due to the difficulty of inserting code-
compliant ramps beneath the north approaches of Continental Viaduct, avoidance alternatives for that
resource remained under further study following that meeting.

The concurred with avoidance alternatives form the basis for this effects coordination phase of
the Section 106 consultation process. Continents about effects for all historic properties are provided
below, while avoidance alternatives for selected resources are graphically presented in the report’s
schematic plans in Appendix A.

NRHP listed or NRHP Distance from Construction Activities Comments
eligible properties Status Proposed

Facility to
Hist. Property

2
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No. 1 Colonial Listed 2A 1,000’ All alts. essentially at No adverse effect for all alts.; no impact
Hills Historic A, C 2B 1,000’ same distant location to seven aspects of integrity. Shifts to the
District 3C — 1,000’ from the 130.5-acre west of original 2A, 28 alignments allow

48 — 1,000’ district, greater distance from the hist. district;
eliminates proximity impacts (noise,
visual); reduces displacements; decreases
impacts to parks, woodlands and wetlands.

No. 2 Houston St. Listed 2A — above Elevated 2A crosses No adverse effect for all alts.; no impact
Viaduct A, C 2B — below viaduct 35 ft. above. At- to majority of seven aspects of integrity.

3C — below grade 2B avoids structure. All alts. avoid direct connectors to 6,562 ft.
4B — below 3C partially fills supports long viaduct precluding removal of hist.

for 3 out of 51 brg. arches railing. Proposed new Jefferson bridge
for pkwy. main lanes. (reinstated into MTP regional plan) will
4B partially fills supports provide connectors to pkwy. For 2A, 28
for 4 out of 51 brg. arches the setting in north portion of the viaduct
for pkwy. main lanes. afready altered with crossings beneath by
3C, 48 flood sep. wall not Industrial Blvd. and IH 35E. For 3C, 4B
phys. connected to brg. minimal number of arches affected by

main lanes.
No.3 Union Eligible 2A 1,000’ 3C partially fills 4 out of No adverse effect for all alts.; no impact
Pacific RR Bridge C 28— 1,000’ 31 brg. piers for pkwy. to seven aspects of integrity of the 2,050 ft.

3C — below main lanes. 4B partially long structure.
48 —below fills 6 out of3l brg. piers

for pkwy. main lanes.
3C, 48 flood sep. wall not
phys. connected to brg.

No. 4 Corinth St. Eligible 2A — 300’ 3C partially fills 12 out of No adverse effect for all alts.; no impact
Viaduct A, C 2B — 300’ 88 brg. piers for pkwy. to seven aspects of integrity. Original

3C — below main lanes. 48 partially schematic design for 3C, 48 with direct
4B — below fills 12 out of 88 brg. connector ramps to the 3,400 ft. long

piers for pkwy. main bridge revised to a new T-intersection
lanes. 3C, 48 flood sep. located 1,000 ft. from viaduct linking
wall not phys. connected Industrial Blvd. and pkwy. and avoiding
to brg. removal of hist. railing.

No. 5— AT&SF RR Eligible 2A — 400’ 2A, 2B on landside of 2A, 28 avoid impacts. Alts. 3C, 48’s
Bridge C 28 —400’ levee. 3C, 48 remove trestle removal required to build code

3C — on ROW 350’ of unused north compliant T-intersection to avoid Corinth
48 — on ROW trestle out of a total of Viaduct. Without trestle removal, pkwy.

2,800 ft. long historic main lanes and T-intersection ramps would
structure. hover above DART brg. and trestle at 70’

height with non-compliant slope. This
segment of trestle also targeted for removal
by USACE’s levee improvement project.
No adverse effect for all alts.; segment to
be removed minimally impacts integrity of
materials, design or workmanship of the
2,800 ft. long trestle.

No. 6— MKT RR Eligible 2A — 600’ All alternatives are No adverse effect for all alts.; no impact
Bridge C 2B — 600’ located on the landside of to seven aspects of integrity. Distance and

3C — 600’ USACE’s proposed levee proposed levee extension shields 205 ft.
48— 600’ extension for this portion long bridge from the new pkwy. facility.

of the floodway.
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3C partially fills 10 out of
74 brg. piers for pkwy.
main lanes. At-grade
connector ramps to
Woodall Rogers fwy.
require removal of 195’ of
hist. brg. approach spans
(9.2% of total structure
length). 4B partially fills
12 out of 74 brg. piers for
pkwy. main lanes. 3C, 4B
flood sep. wall not phys.
connected to brg.

2A, 2B no adverse effect, as they do not
impact viaduct due to distance. 48 no
adverse effect as one connector ramp from
Woodall fry. would go over and another
under the 2,130 ft. long viaduct.
3C adverse effect; removal of 195 ft. of
the bridge’s north approach spans for
connector ramps to Woodall Rogers fwy.
negatively affects seven aspects of
integrity, although floodway portion of
bridge remains visually intact. 3C’s
removal of approach spans avoids 24
business displacements and impacts to 36
parcels in the commercial warehouse area.
Proposed at-grade connector ramps to
Woodall Rogers cannot go under exist.
approach spans due to narrow, unsafe
dimensions; proposed ramps cannot go
over the historic approach spans because
they would also need to go over suspension
bridge, which is not feasible.

No.8 — Commerce Eligible 2A — 600’ 3C partially fills 12 out of No adverse effect for all alts.; no impact
St. Viaduct A, C 2B — 600’ 66 brg. piers for pkwy. to seven aspects of integrity of the 1,980 ft.

3C — below main lanes. 4B partially long structure.
48— below fills 12 out of 66 brg.

piers for pkwy. main
lanes. 3C, 4B flood sep.
wall not phys. connected
to brg.

No. 9— Pump Eligible 2A — 434’ 2A, 2B on landside of No adverse effect for all alts.; no impact
Station B (Baker) C 28— 226’ levee; 3C, 4B in to seven aspects of integrity. 3C and 4B’s

3C — 135’ floodway, location within floodway shields the
48— 135’ station from pkwy. with levee as visual

barrier. Large existing sump area separates
station from alts. 2A, 2B.

No. 10— Former Eligible 2A — Adjacent All alts. located to SE; No contributing features of the 27-acre site
Procter & Gamble A, C 2B — Adjacent 2A, 28 -- 0.22 acre new impacted by minimal new ROW taken
Manuf. Facility 3C — Adjacent ROW from its parking lot. Revised SE location
(3701 5. Lamar St.) 48 — Adjacent 3C, 4B -- 1.98 acre new for all alts. allows for more distance from

ROW. Col. Hills list. Distr. and no takings of
commercial properties along Lamar St.;
reduces original taking from property from
4.7 (2A) and 9.8 (2B) acres to negligible
0.22 (2A, 28), and 1.98 (3C, 4B) acres;
reduces impacts to wetlands and park. No
adverse effect for all alts.; no impact to
seven aspects of integrity. Transportation
afready traditional part of its setting with
exist. adjacent RE. line.

No. 7— Continental Eligible 2A — 800’
Ave. Viaduct A, C 28 — 800’

3C — below
48 — below

4
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No. 11 — 1715 Eligible 2A — 15-22’ 2A, 2B turn Industrial No adverse effect for all alts.; no impact
Market Center Blvd. C 2B — 18’ Blvd. into elevated, at to seven aspects of integrity. This formerly

3C — 1,600’ grade structure, displaced property now preserved due to
4B — 1,600’ respectively shift in alt. 2A. Proposed ROW further

distant than current ROW; 76,500 s.f.
property retains on-street parking and at
grade relationship with pavement; reduces
displacements from 49 to 22; Industrial
Blvd. already highly trafficked artery.

No. 12 — 1202 Eligible 2A — 33’ 2A, 2B turn Industrial No adverse effect for all alts.; no impact
Industrial Blvd. C 2B — 32’ Blvd. into elevated, at to seven aspects of integrity. This formerly

3C — 1,580’ grade structure, displaced property now preserved due to
48 — 1,580’ respectively shift in alt. 2A. Proposed ROW further

distant than current ROW, which retains
on-street parking and at grade relationship
with pavement; reduces displacements
from 49 to 22; Industrial Blvd. already
highly trafficked artery. Current ROW
almost at building face of the 22,500 s.f.
property.

No. 14— Oak Cliff Eligible 2A — 15’ 2A, 2B turn Industrial No adverse effect for all alts.; no impact
Box Co. (1212 C 28 — 30’ Blvd. into elevated, at to seven aspects of integrity. This formerly
Industhal Blvd.) 3C — 900’ grade structure, displaced property now preserved due to

4B — 900’ respectively. Revised 2A alt. 2A shift to rear of 10,000 s.f. resource,
alignment shifted to rear which also reduces displacements from 1 1
of property. to 2; Industrial Blvd. already highly

trafficked artery. For Alt. 2B, proposed
ROW further distant than current ROW.

No. 15— Corinth St. Eligible 2A — 800’ All alts. at substantial No adverse effect for all alts.; no impact
Underpass A, C 2B — 800’ distance from resource. to seven aspects of integrity.

3C— 1,600’
48 — 1,600’

No. 16— Dealey Listed 2A — 700’ All alts. at substantial No adverse effect for all alts.; no impact
Plaza Historic A, B, C 2B — 700’ distance from resource. to seven aspects of integrity. 15-acre
District (NHL) 3C — 2,400’ district separated from proposed facility by

4B — 2,400’ Stemmons Fwy. (IH 35E).

No. 17— West End Listed 2A — 930’ All alts. at substantial No adverse effect for all alts.; no impact
Historic Disthct A, C 28— 930’ distance from resource. to seven aspects of integrity. 67.5-acre

3C — 2,400’ disthct separated from proposed facility by
48 — 2,400’ Stemmons Fwy. (IH 35E).

No. 18— Lake Cliff Listed 2A — 4,000’ All alts. at substantial No adverse effect for all alts.; no impact
Historic Disthct A, C 28 — 3,500’ distance from resource. to seven aspects of integrity. 75-acre

3C — 3,000’ district buffered from closest alt. 4B by
4B — 1,000’ distance and levee.

CA-2 — Salinas Eligible 2A — 290’ All alts. at substantial No adverse effect for all alts.; no impact
International Freight A, C 2B — 290’ distance from resource. to seven aspects of integrity of the 12,000
Bldg. (7138 Envoy 3C—3,000’ s.f. resource.
Court) 48— 3,000’

DT-8 — Terminal Eligible 2A — 1,300’ All alts. at substantial No adverse effect for all alts.; no impact
Annex Bldg. (207 5. C 28— 1,300’ distance from resource. to seven aspects of integrity. 237,500 s.f.
Houston St.) 3C — 2,400’ resource separated from proposed facility

4B — 2,400’ by Stemmons Fwy. (IH 35E).

5
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ES-i — Atlas Metal Eligible 2A — 6,000’ All alts. at substantial No adverse effect for all alts.; no impact
Works (818 C 2B — 6,000’ distance from resource, to seven aspects of integrity. 25,250 s.f.
Singleton Blvd.) 3C — 4,500’ facility buffered from closest alt. 4B by

48 — 3,000’ distance and levee.
IN-47 — Clifton Eligible 2A — 180’ 2A and 2B one block No adverse effect for all alts.; no impact
Carpets (959 A, C 2B — 180’ south of resource. to seven aspects of integrity. 18,400 s.f.
Dragon) 3C — 1,600’ resource at sufficient distance from all alts.

4B — 1,600’

MK-2 — Faubion Eligible 2A — 160’ 2A, 28 located within the No adverse effect for all alts.; no impact
Industries (1000 B 28— 150’ not eligible portion of the to majority of aspects of integrity. Setting
Forest Ave.) 3C — 800’ property. of the 98,100 s.f. facility already

48 — 800’ compromised due to non-contributing
additions to the property. Revised 2A, 2B
avoidance alts. take less acreage from
Procter and Gamble and more distant from
Col. Hills than original designs. 3C, 48’s
distance and proposed USACE levee
extension shields eligible buildings from
the new facility; avoids property entirely.

OC-5A — Apartment Eligible 2A — 3,700’ All aIls, at substantial No adverse effect for all alts.; no impact
Bldg. (911 N. C 2B — 3,200’ distance from resource. to seven aspects of integrity. 4,000 s.f.
Lancaster). 3C — 2,500’ resource buffered from closest alt. 48 by

4B — 1,200’ distance and levee.

WT-3A — Pavaho Eligible 2A — 4,200’ All alts. at substantial No adverse effect for all alts.; no impact
Pump Station A, C 2B — 4,000’ distance from resource. to seven aspects of integrity. 850 s.f.
(613 Canada 3C — 2,200’ resource buffered from closest alt. 4B by
Drive)+ 48 — 200’ levee.

Effects to Historic Bridges:

Separate from the report, we attach a sectional view of Commerce Street Viaduct that illustrates
the parkway’s main lane embanlcments requiring the partial fill of bridge supports in floodway
alternatives where those lanes cross beneath the historic viaducts. This sectional view should be
considered as typical and applicable to other floodway structures, including the Houston, Continental
and Corinth viaducts, as well as the UPRR bridge. Also shown in this view is the 18 ft. tall flood
separation wall on the river side of the main lanes.

In general, for all bridges, the proposed partial fill of supports affects only a small number of
piers when compared to the large number of supports found in these lengthy structures. On average,
after introduction of the main lane ernbankments, 18 ft. of the 25-30 ft. tall piers of the Corinth, UPRR
and Commerce bridges will remain exposed, 14.5 ft. of the 16.5 ft. tall piers of the Houston Viaduct will
be exposed, while 30 ft. of the 40 ft. tall piers of the Continental Viaduct will be exposed. The proposed
flood separation wall shown in the view is detached from the viaduct supports, thereby minimizing its
impact upon the structures. Based on this proposed design, we have determined that the partial fill of
supports and the flood separation wall will have no adverse effect upon the historic bridges of the
Dallas Floodway.
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Effects/Mitigation to Continental Viaduct:

We have determined that alternative 3C will have an adverse effect upon the north approach
spans of the Continental Viaduct, which are slated for removal to insert code-compliant, at-grade
coimector ramps from Woodall Rogers Freeway to the Trinity Parkway. Please note that this design
option was developed to reduce safety concerns, minimize displacements, and provide a balanced
approach to the competing needs of multiple transportation and utility projects along the floodway.
In order to minimize harm, the new Continental approach spans to be constructed as part of the Trinity
Parkway project will be built in a compatible but distinct design from that of the historic bridge. The
proposed C-41 I open rail is compatible with the existing rail of the viaduct, and it is the same type as
that of the future Hampton Road Bridge over the floodway.

In the attached report, a sectional view of the proposed Continental Viaduct approach spans
(fold-out page 25) shows the wider spans required for the Woodall Rogers ramps to be located under
the structure. Also for your review, we include a separate view of the viaduct illustrating the detached
flood separation wall.

Indirect Effects:

Project induced development is not expected to adversely alter the physical appearance of
historic properties in the vicinity of Trinity Parkway. No specific reasonably foreseeable development
that may be caused by the Trinity Parkway would likely impact Continental Avenue Viaduct. The
proposed future rehabilitation of that viaduct is not an effect caused by Trinity Parkway, but rather
facilitated by the Woodall Rogers Freeway extension that is currently under construction.

Cumulative Impacts:

The rehabilitation of the Continental Viaduct as a pedestrian-only structure by the City of Dallas
is a reasonably foreseeable action impacting this historic structure. Such an action should not adversely
affect the viaduct, as its conversion to pedestrian use is compatible with established preservation
standards. The rehabilitation would also not contribute to any cumulative impacts on other historic
bridges along the Dallas Floodway.

Other reasonably foreseeable actions impacting historic bridges in the Dallas Floodway include
the following:

a). City of Dallas Balanced Vision Plan/USACE Dallas Floodway Improvements:
Approved by the City of Dallas in 2004, but still under evaluation, the plan calls for the removal
of portions of the AT & SF trestle to improve hydraulic conveyance in the floodway.

b). Dallas Floodway Extension:
The project will lengthen the Dallas Floodway downriver with the addition of new levees south
of the existing levees, thereby extending flood protection to another segment of the city. The
project will not affect any of the floodway’s historic bridges.
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c). Santa Fe Trestle Hike and Bike Trail
A TxDOT enhancement project sponsored by the City of Dallas, the 1.2-mile trail crosses the
floodway along the decommissioned AT & SF bridge. In previous consultation with THC,
removal of a small portion of the trestle for the frail was determined to have no adverse effect.

Conclusion:

Landside alignments 2A and 2B, and floodway alignment 4B will have no adverse effect upon
historic properties. Floodway alignment 3C impacts the north approach spans of the historic Continental
Viaduct to introduce at-grade connector ramps, but considerably reduces the number of commercial
displacements and does not call for design exceptions. While the proposed alignment constitutes an
adverse effect to the viaduct, the main portion ofthe historic bridge traversing thefloodway between
the levees will remain intact as a visual unit that will still be able to convey its historic and engineering
significance. The new approach spans will be built in a compatible but distinct design from that of the
historic structure.

We request your written concurrence with these determinations of effects within 20 days of
receiving this letter. If you have any questions or comments concerning these determinations, please
call me at 416-2770.

cc. Halff Associates, Jason Diamond
NTTA, Elizabeth Mow
FHWA, Theresa Claxton
USACE, Joseph Murphey
HNTB, Kelly Johnson
Preservation Dallas, Katherine Seale
Dallas CLG, Mark Doty
Dallas Co. Historical Commission, Ann Spillman
Ecomm Corp., Tom Eisenhour
Ecomm Corp., Kurt Korfinacher

Sincerely,

io L Sanchez, Ph.D., R.A.
Listorical Architect

Environmental Affairs Division

Attachments
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OUR GOALS 

MAINTAIN A SAFE SYSTEM  ▪  ADDRESS CONGESTION  ▪  CONNECT TEXAS COMMUNITIES  ▪  BEST IN CLASS STATE AGENCY 

 

An Equal Opportunity Employer 

 

OUR GOALS 

 

MEMO
January 22, 2014

To: 850 File, Various Road Projects, Various CSJs, 
 Various Districts 
 
From: Scott Pletka, Ph.D. 
  
Subject: Internal review under the First Amended Programmatic Agreement Among the Federal 

Highway Administration, the Texas Department of Transportation, the Texas State 
Historic Preservation Officer, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
Regarding the Implementation of Transportation Undertakings  (PA-TU), and internal 
review under the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) Between the Texas Historical 
Commission and the Texas Department of Transportation 

 

Listed below, are the projects reviewed internally by qualified TxDOT archeologists from 
01/16/14 to 01/22/14.  These projects either do not warrant survey as a result of a low 
probability of encountering archeological historic properties and State Archeological Landmarks, 
or the projects were inspected by survey or impact evaluation and do not warrant further work.  
As provided under the PA-TU, consultation with the Texas State Historic Preservation Officer is 
not necessary for these undertakings.  As provided under the MOU, the proposed projects do 
not require individual coordination with the Texas Historical Commission. 
 

CSJ DISTRICT ROADWAY WORK PERFORMED 
0490-04-037 Amarillo SH 70 Recon Survey 

0920-02-087 Beaumont CR 2331 No Survey 

1392-01-035 Dallas FM 1378 No Survey 

0918-45-121 Dallas Trinity Parkway No Survey 

2374-04-060 Dallas IH 20 No Survey 

0902-20-104 Fort Worth CR 2560 No Survey 

0902-38-076 Fort Worth Earp Road No Survey 

    

    

    

 

Signature ________________________________________________   Date:  01  /  22  /  2014 

For FHWA and TxDOT 

cc:  ECOS Data Entry; PD; ENV_ARC: PA File                Table Template for Weekly List Memo.doc 
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Section 106 Coordination for SH-183 and Pegasus Project 
Applicable for Trinity Parkway North-End Transition 
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